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The JFK conspiracy: Look at the report 

8y G. Robert Blakey by the FBI similar to that conducted evidence is "sharply inconsistent" edged that the term ‘•conspiracy", do not reflect such 


Shanin Specter's Op*d Page piece 
(“The JFK conspiracy theory does 
not hold up," July 23) does an In jus- 
tice to the work of the Select Commit* 
tee on Assassination* it also raises 
questions about his objectivity and. 
competence. 

The continued, almost exclusive 
concentration by Specter and others 
on the conspiracy conclusions of the 
Select Committee ignores other 
important (indlngs.and recommen- 
dations. 

The committee also concluded, for 
example, that no governmental agen- 
cy. foreign or domestic, was involved 
in either the President's or Dr. King's 
murder and it made e variety of 
~ valuable recommendations, includ* 

• ing- the preparation of a “White Pa* 
per” by the Department of Justice to 
settle doubts about the acoustical 
study, and the enactment of charter, 
legislation by the Congress to pre- 
vent another harassment campaign 
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by the FBI similar to that conducted 
against Dr. King. 

Specter's piece also- misstates the 
Keonedy conspiracy conclusion: it 
did not, in fact, rest on the acoustical 
study alone. 

The final report explicitly premis- 
es the conclusion- on four factor* l) 
an inadequate 1964 conspiracy inves- 
tigation that precludes reliance to- 
day on its no conspiracy finding: 2) a ; 
finding of associates, who bad: the' 
motive to murder the President, of- 
Lee Harvey Oswald and Jack Ruby 
wbo were unknown or unappreciat- 
ed by tha Warren Commission: 3) the 
inability of the committee to rule out 
the complicity of certain individuals; 
and 4) the scientific fact of two 
shooters. • *- ( * 

Reading Specter's piece. I wonder 
if he read the final report, an Indis- 
pensable prerequisite to discussing- 
it. much less criticizing it; 

Contrary to Specter's assertion; no 


evidence Is "sharply inconsistent" 
with the acoustical study. Proving 
that Oswald shot tha President, does 
not prove that another was aot also 
involved. In addition. It is a half- 
truth to say that no one "saw." the 
second gunman. 

In fact, a policeman, a. Secret Ser- 
vice Agent, and a Korean veteran, 
(over whose head the third shot was 
flred>-— among others — said they 
: "heanl f ' the shot from tha knoll as' 
well as the shots from tha Deposito- 
ry: Others "saw" jmoke on the knoll: 
(Modern guns do emit white gases.) 

Finally, footprints were found 
behind. the knoll fence, and a police- 
man accosted a suspicious person 
behind the fence, who identified 
himself as a Secret Service agent 
even though no agent acknowledges 
batng In that area. As Specter does 
not note, these facts, too. put. the- 
Kennedy, conspiracy 1 finding:., “la 
perspective.'; -. * * 

The*, committee- itself- acknowl- 


edged that the term "conspiracy", 
had varying meanings and might be. 
misunderstood, aa Specter comments. 
Yet it also observed, rightly I believe, 
that it had a duty to be candid. 

If two persons acted In concert to 
assassinate the President, that was a 
“conspiracy." no matter how un- 
pleasant the word sounds. To have 
used soma euphemistic variation 
would have been an unfortunate at- 
tempt; to sugar-coat tha truth. (We 
have. .enough of sugarcoatlng by-, 
government now. That — and not the 
truth — Is the cause of mistrust of- 
government). 

No one who reads the final report 
— will' fail to understand the proper 
sense In which the term was used 

Specter is right in saying that sc- 
ceptance of the acoustical study im- 
plies the acceptance of its assassin a- 
. don scenario. But ha Is egregiousiy 
wrong ta describing It ' . 1 

' Specter's calculations are. for 
example, imprecise; they apparently 
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do not reflect such distinctions as* 
average running time of the camera, 
corrected time of tha (ape, and time 
of trigger- puli as opposed to time of 
impact 

According to tha acousdcal study. 

(he first shot not noted by Specter. . 
occurred around Zap ruder frame 156- 
161. (t Is,- as such, consistent with 
Gov. John Conn-ally's testimony, re- 
jected by the Werrea Commission, 
that he heard the first shoo reacted^, 
to it.but.was not hit by tt Conn ally 
can. in fact be seen in the film to 
turn to his right at 162-167. (The star- 
tled re actio a of a little girl can elso 
be seen in the background) 

The second shot occurred aroondT^ 
188-191. Contrary to Specter. ConnaK 
ly*s wrist Is not In sight during these*, 
frames,, much less high on his chest: 
from the configuration 06 his- 
shoulder and arm. the wrist appear* i 
to be- on* the governor's hip. right^X 
* where* It should b*»to receive the- ~ 
impact of the. second shot Specter 
has apparently not only not read the 
‘ report ha has not carefully studied-, i 
the film. 

Expert FBI testing in 1964 Indicat- 
ed the rifle could be repeatedly shot- 
at between 2J and 2_25 seconds, usings? 
the telescopic sight Using the open- .'; 
iron sights, however, it is possible."’ 
though difficult to shoot the weapon-" 
at a much faster pace. (I did it myself." 
in 1.5.) '?*•* 

With familiarity with the weapon.s*' 
which Oswald, had, accuracy can bem- 
added to speed; it is hardly "humanly^-; 
impossible" to shoot the weapon as.'- 
the acoustical study, indicates it was : .T 
shot .'fj, 

-Specter also misleads h is readers l a*' ** 
discussing the tree. Apparently, heJ- 
bas- never seen a child run behind 
picket fence. While the child is "ob- -■ 

. soured," he can be clearly seen as he c . r 
run* the mind’s eye fills In the d*v J( 
tails. In any event the trigger pull- --. 
was probabfy 187. not 191, which Is**, 
near to. if not right at. the break ul' ' 
the* foliage. The- acoustical study.*;' 1 
therefore, hardly Implies "blind flr- ; -T 
ing," as Spectar suggest* 

When former President Ford ap->.« 
peared before the committee, he waj.o 
asked why the work of the Warren!, j 
Commission had fallen on such hard • 
times (80 percent o( tha American ;!* 
people do not believe Oswald acted 
alone). The former president said its -• 
critics had “deliberately or aegli*.;; 
gently misled the American people 
by misstating facts and omitting'- 
crucial facts . . . . " 

He also noted that people had not-" 
read the Warren Commission's r 
port Mr. Specter's piece seems to be- 1- ? 
following in that tradition. It also*" 
seems to be less an objective study of. •* 
the work of the committee than an.-.f 
effort to vindicate a father it alsa-'j/ 
.calls into question tha quality of tharT 
staff work that supported Sap. Ro _ 
bert Edgar's dissent to the commit- ^ 
tee's conspiracy conclusions. 

(0. Robert Blakey, a professor of lav . '* 

■ at Cornea University, was a Mef coun- 
sel and staff director of the House 
Select Committee orr Assassinations.) 
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